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MAE SEN DEORE ROAD— 
: THE BERKS AND DAUPHIN . TURNPIKE 


INTRODUCTION 22a yaeam eet 


On March 2, 1805, Governor Thomas McKean of the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania affixed his signature ‘and seal to an 
Act of the Legislature of Pennsylvania authorizing the governor 


to form into “one body politic and corporate in deed and in law | 


by the name, style and title of ‘The President, Managers and Com- 
pany of the Berks and Dauphin Turnpike Road.’ 


This came as a climax to a demand for a road to cross the 
rich Lebanon Valley. This area was a virtual farmer's paradise, 
for the rich limestone ’goil was conducive. O- -abundant harvests: 
however, the, farmer, needed means for transporting his crops to 
the markets. A turnpike through the valley was deemed necessary 
_and, forthwith, agitation for such a pike had been begun in the 
last decade of the eighteenth century. This agitation came to 
fruition in the act of the legislature authorizing the governor to 
form the Berks and Dauphin Turnpike Company. t 


The charter of the Berks and Dauphin Company, incor- 
porated in the act, provided that this new “body politic and cor- 
porate’ was to lay out a turnpike road “from the river ecauy!- 
kill at Reading, to or near Hummelstown, in Dauphin County.”? 
At Hummelstown the Berks and Dauphin Turnpike joined the 
older turnpike which ran from Harrisburg to Downingtown and 
thence to Philadelphia. 


_ The charter gave explicit directions for the building and 
maintenance of the highway. The company was authorized to 
take along its route a strip of land sixty feet wide, of which at 
least twenty-one feet were to be made of “stone, gravel, or any 
other hard surface.” This “stone, gravel, or any other hard sur- 
face” was to be of sufficient depth so that the best possible founda- 


~ 


1. Laws of the Commonwealth of Dovecloenin 1802-1805, 428. 
| 28) [bids 4275 
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tion would be provided. The legislators, however, not only were 


concerned with the foundation of this roadway but also manifested 
an interest in its surface. They stipulated that the road must have 
“a firm and even surface,”? that is, as firm and even a surface 
as the materials used in building would permit. 


In order that this might be accomplished with the minimum 
of trouble and litigation, the charter stated in no uncertain- terms 
that the company could enter the lands over which it must pass. 
It was also authorized to enter adjacent lands in order to pro- 
cure materials it might need to complete the road. The company, 
however, had to give the landowner, in the last instance, notifica-_ 
tion that it was going to enter, his lands and also had to make 
full payment to landowner for damage infticted on“his property.‘ 
Having built a well-founded, even-surfaced road, the company 
was to ‘forever hereafter maintain and keep the same in good 
and perfect order and repair.’”® 


The rates of toll were established by the act. A scale was 
devised which stipulated the amounts the company could charge 
for the various kinds of livestock which were driven over the road. 
Carriages, buggies, wagons, etc. were classified and rates were set 
for each class. One can readily see in this rate schedule the seeds 
for many arguments between tollgate keepers and the drivers of 
vehicles. The history of the road shows that many of these seeds 
germinated and developed plants which grew and blossomed. To 
add to the prospects for future arguments, the toll scale provided 
for rates which varied according to the number of passengers or 
the weight of the load carried in the vehicles. All rates were based 
on travelling along ten miles of road. 


Section Fifteen of the act outlined the procedure to be fol- 
lowed when any user of the road thought that the road was not 
kept in repair by the company. A justice of the peace was to be 
notified; he, in turn, was to make an investigation and, if the evi- 


3.5 dbida 452 
4. Ibid. 
5. Ibid. 
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Turnpike in the nineteenth century. 


dence proved that the road was “out of repair, contrary to the 
true intent and meaning of this Act,’ was to notify the two toll- 
gate keepers at the ends of the section of road involved that ‘they 


shall cease to demand or extract tolls until the road has been 


repaired.’”® 


Gail bid., A3t- 19S 
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As this is primarily a study of the end of the Berks and 
Dauphin Turnpike Company, it is, perhaps, desirable that we con- 
sider the provisions made in the charter ta enable the Common- 
wealth to recover the roadway. The company was eventually 
ended by such recovery. Section Twenty-Four of the act en- 
visioned the possible desirability of recovering the road and stipu- 


Jated that if at any time after 1825 the legislature should think it 


“proper to take possession of said road, or to declare the same 
free of toll,” it might do so. This: section also decreed the pro- 

cedure to be followed in. accomplishing such recovery. The legis- 

lature was to appoint five men and the company was to appoint. 
five men. Any six or more of these ten men were to examine the 
road together and present an estimate of its value to the governor - 
who, in turn, was to present it to the-legislature-for action. When, 

by act of the legislature, this amount wouldbe paid to the company, 
the right of the latter ‘to take toll on the said road, together with 

all their right, title, claim and interest therein, shall cease and deter- 

mine. ‘ 


Originally intended to be completed by 1815, the road was 
only opened to traffic in 1817. This was the beginning of a cen- 
tury-long service to the Lebanon Valley on the part of the Berks 
and Dauphin Turnpike. These one hundred years span the period 
of time which saw the industrial revolution transform small rural 
communities into urban industrial centers. The Civil War took 
place in this era too, and the Berks and Dauphin Turnpike played 
an important part in it. Harrisburg, just a few miles west of the 
Hummelstown terminal of the turnpike, was not only the site 


-of the state capital but was also a marshalling point for the men 


‘and equipment which Pennsylvania sent into the fray. The turn- 
pike was an important artery linking Harrisburg with the eastern 
part of the state. 


At no time during these years of service did the stockholders 
of the company grow rich from their investment in the turnpike. 


7. ele. 439. ee 
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True, the annual dividends on the fifty-dollars-per-share stock 
averaged five percent, but throughout this era most other invest- 
ments averaged more, few less, than this. 


The main value of the turnpike was not to the ‘stockhdlders: 
it was, rather, to the area which it served and the society in that 
area. These were the true beneficiaries of the road, Industries 
came into the valley because the road gave them an avenue 
over which they could send their products to market. This influx 
of industry, was accompanied, necessarily, by an increase in popu- 
lation so that the industries could be manned. The very existence 
of the road contributed to the ultimate end of the turnpike, for the 
economic contribution to the valley by the road helped increase 


the growth of towns along its path. This growth of towns along ° 
the road accelerated the coming of the day when the legislature 


was to think it ‘ Proper to take possession of said toad.” 


The Berks and Dauphin Finis was crushed out of exist- 
ence as a toll road between the two jaws of growing towns and 
the advent of the automobile. The latter cannot be overlooked as 
a contributor to the-cessation of Berks and Dauphin activity. As 
originally planned and built, the turnpike was of sufficient quality 
to carry the “horse-and-buggy” traffic. Shortly after the auto- 
mobile came on the scene, however, it became apparent that the 
road would have to be resurfaced, at least to provide a roadway 
capable of withstanding the increased speeds of the vehicles pass- 


ing Over it. 


Naturally the legislators of 1805 had not been able to foresee 
the coming of the automobile and, therefore, the act of that year 
did not establish any schedule of tolls for automobiles. This was 
taken care of on October 5, 1903, when the Board of Managers 
of the company met and adopted a resolution that “automobiles 
be charged, for such carrying two persons 2 cts. per mile, for 
such carrying 4 persons 3 cts. per mile and for any carrying more 
4 cts. per mile. Auto delivery wagons to pay carriage rates.” 


8. Minutes, 1878-1904, 374. Bed 


SPR itiieee 2! Wyssds Tait 
ww 
oe 


Oe emer tenes oe ee 
SSO OE VE ASO E T OW RO Ae hee SR bE Hoi tene sw. ote 


Be orate TS  Onteen tees 8 | oes 


OPM: 2b RA SOW. tomers GUAT Ae eke bee eet be np eee NES fn ON mtr te camer wes nt os a et oe 


pede CAL ee Aur 
cnectae Ad facet WALL Hoh WIS SR PR ES, 


~~ 


ot we 
Lee reek ot) 
BER Peta oe AB Ree $1 


2 
. 
u 


EY ee eee et] 


116 LEBANON. County. Historica Society 


In March, 1905, the stockholders of the company met in 
annual session and heard the report of the auditors, John Donges 
and John Shenk. This report stated, in part, that the auditors 


have carefully examined the Annual Statements of the 
past few years and find that the income for Tollgates 
is less for each year. The income from Tollgates for the 
past year ending January 31, 1905, is four hundred and 
forty-five [sic] 91/100 dollars ($445.91) less than it 
was last year and the expenditures are Two thousand two 
hundred and eighty-five [sic] ay ($2285. pal dol- 


Jars more than they were last year.® : : 


ASRS with this observation the auditors recommended that 
the managers of the various ‘sections de the ‘‘pike’’.be instructed 
to exercise “due care and diligence” that the strictest economy 


be practiced on their particular sections. The report was unani- 


mously adopted. 


It is surprising to the casual observer that such a report would 
have been submitted. The increasing number of automobiles and the 
growth in population would lead one to believe that there would 
have been an annual increase rather than a decrease in the tolls 
collected. There was, however, a concerted program of road 
building and many of the new public roads paralleled the turnpike 
or, at least. connected many of the towns served by the “pike.” 
Then, too, it was easier for an automobilist to evade paying toll. 
The driver who did not desire to pay toll, moreover, would simply 
drive through the tollgate; a horse would have stopped but an 
automobile stops only when the driver wants it to or the bar- 
rier is more substantial than a tollgate. These circumstances, 
in part, explain the decrease in revenue. Not to be overlooked 
in this connection is the fact that the Lebanon Valley Branch of 
the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad also paralleled the turnpike. 


oP 


9. Minutes, 1905-1917, 2. 3 
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EIGHT MILES OF THE ROAD CONDEMNED 


f In 1905 the Comntissioners of Wyomissing, a town situated 
just west of the Schuylkill River, petitioned the. Berks.County 
Court to have the tollgate at the eastern terminal of the turn- 
pike moved two miles west. This action would provide the citi- 
zens of Wyomissing with free access to the town of Reading 
and would shorten the turnpike by two miles. This was not the 
first time that the change of location of tollgates had been re- 
quested by Wyomissing and other towns along the road. This 
time, however, the request bore fruit, for the Berks County Court 
ruled that the toll gate had to be moved. The stockholders of the 
company decided to comply with the qrouag of the court rather 
than to contest it.” py Pees! $e og : 
i | re 

The decision to comply with rather than contest the decision 
of the court was not hastily made. Several meetings of the stock- 
holders were held to discuss the matter. At a special meeting on 
July 18, 1905, it was suggested that compliance with the order- 
of the court to move the tollgate might cause the court to look . 
more-favorably upon a company request for a reversal of a decis- 
ion by the same court in 1898. This decision had condemned 
eight miles of the turnpike—that part of the .“‘pike’’ between Wer- 
nersville and Reading—and had awarded the company $25,000 
for the condemned portion of the road. Litigation had been started 
on this matter in 1898 and was still in process in 1905, and some 
of the managers and stockholders hoped to receive action on this 
litigation favorable to the company by acquiescing in the court 


order of 1905. 


Those who held this view suggested to the assembled stock- 
holders on July 18, 1905, that moving the tollgate would satisfy 
the Wyomissing Commissioners and, if the courts repealed the 
decision of 1898, save Berks County taxpayers the cost of pur- | 
chasing the condemned road. The stockholders at this meeting 


105) Ibid. 7. 
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decided, however, that moving the tollgate would be far too costly 
for the company, for the latter would virtually be ‘giving [away] | 
the income of two miles of [its] most profitable franchise.”"' 


The managers had called this meeting to consider ‘the mat- 
ter of the adjustment of the litigation pending in the Courts 
of Berks County for the condemnation of about 8 miles of the 
turnpike road.""?? —The managers had hoped to achieve this “ad- 
justment” by winning the favor of the ceurt, as was pointed out 
above. By refusing to vote for the removal of the tollgate, the 
stockholders had shattered the hopes of the managers. 


A second special meeting was called on July 25, 1905, to 
discuss again the removal of the tollgate. The matter was 
“warmly” discussed for almost ‘two hours and then, by a vote of 
39 to 12, removal was authorized.’* ;By this time the court had 
ordered the gate to be moved. | 
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Still pending was the litigation concerning the condemna- 
tion proceedings of 1898. On January 31, 1906, the managers 
met and decided that the president and secretary of the company 
should withdraw the appeal of the company for a reversal of the 
decision of the court in 1898.1* The managers agreed that this 
action was to be completed before the next annual meeting of the 
stockholders so that the latter could be informed of the com- 


pleted transaction. 


ecairato eke ‘ 


The stockholders met on February 12 and were duly informed 
in a report by the president that the suit had been dropped and 
the eight miles of road had been turned over to Berks County." 
They were also told that the company had agreed to accept pay- 
ment for this section of the road in five monthly installments of 
$5,000 each, beginning in September of 1906. Meanwhile interest 
would accrue at the rate of three and one-half percent per annum. 


Ibid., 
[bid., 
Ibid., 
Ibid., 
lbid., 
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Eight miles of. the most heavily used portion of the turnpike. 
were gone. This loss came at a time, it will be remembered, when 
there were steady decreases in the annual income from tolls. 
Truly, here was the beginning of the end, a little more than one 
century after Governor McKean had Sa the:.act creating-»-- 
the company. 


Lak 


PERIOD OF INCREASING TROUBLE 


On November 21, 1903, a horse and carriage owned by C. F. 
Gish and Son was travelling on the turnpike between Annville 
and Palmyra. An automobile, also on the “pike; suddenly 
swerved and struck the horse. Mr. Gish immediately wrote to 
the Berks and Dauphin Turnpike Company smanding that he be © 
“reimbursed for the financial loss which he had sustained in the 
accident. Dr. H. H. Roedel, secretary and treasurer of the com- 
pany, turned the letter over to Grant Weidman who was one of 
_ the solicitors of the company.'® After much thought on the mat- 
_ ter, Attorney Weidman. decided that the company was not_liable 
for the damages incurred by Mr. Gish’s horse. He ruled that 
despite the fact that Gish had paid toll to use the road the com- 
pany did not guarantee his safety while he did so. This was but 
one of the many such incidents which were to arise during the 
next decade and a half. There seems to have been no consistency 
in the decisions of Mr. Weidman and Cyrus Derr, a Reading 
lawyer also retained by the company, for each such horse-auto 
incident was treated on an individual basis and some claimants 
were awarded damages whereas others were not. 


Had these accidents been the only source of trouble, the com- 
pany could probably have faced the situation. All through its 
history, however, the company had been forced to cgntend with 
claims concerning tolls. These claims became more serious, 
moreover, in the early part of the twentieth century because in 


16. Letter Book, 1836-1904, 483. 


4 An tlinece Be bith 080 i COE GPRM OO AOS AO ECB LEED oO FR tee oe ne my ee es ee en 


Ce ke debe 


wed rsd en ab weit oe 8 


bre 


eee REELS BILD GAIL oa ae et” 


oi DH Rain ABS Ree VIDS BALES OA SNOT Ob F O48 NCB ETL a reviine int ee memee ne pa en - as ern mem ecenw weiner aero: EO a ee ee ee eR een et eee cee tepe eee meee + oe 
* 
‘ 


> 


120 LEBANON County HistToricAL SOCIETY 


this period it was becoming, owing to the rapid increase of public 
road construction, less necessary to use toll roads. From time 
to time, however, such complaints were necessarily heard and 
viewed by the company. On June 4, 1906, for example, the board 
of managers appointed a committee to investigate the claims of 
overcharge on the part of Ephraim Zug, a coal and feed merchant 
of Prescott.'* Mr. Zug was an important user of the ‘pike’ and 
the’ managers deemed it advisable to study the situation, for loss 
of his trade would have further decreased the apnual income from 
toll. No records of the report of this investigating committee are 
available and. therefore, we do not know the outcome of the 
consideration of the complaints of Mr. Zug. 


Throughout its history the company received complaints con- 
cerning the condition of its roadway. There were always. those, 
seemingly, who thought that the company failed to keep the 
road “in good and perfect order and repair, as was required in 
the charter of 1805. These complaints were voiced in increasing 
volume as the years rolled by and, finally, in October 1906, there 
were ‘sO many voices raised and the volume was so intense that 
the president and the board of managers decided to make a trip 
over the entire length of the turnpike. They drove over the road 
from one end to the other and were pleased to report, after 
finishing the trip, that they found the road ‘creditable to the 


Managers. ** 


It is quite evident from this report that the managers thought 
more of their work than the users of the turnpike did, for the 
company received many complaints, such as the one from the 
Township of Annville concerning a culvert opposite the drug 
store at White Oak Street in Annville. When it rained the cul- 
vert would not carry off the water. The managers usually did 
what they could to rectify such situations but their cooperation 
was given only halfheartedly.’® 


17. Minutes, 1905-1917, 15. 
18. Ibid., 17. 
19: [bid 19. 
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The growth and expansion of towns along the road inevitably 
led to an increase in the traffic on the ‘‘pike.” As these towns 
acquired industries the weight of the traffic increased. Each year 
new models of cars and-trucks brought increased speeds. These 
factors brought increased trouble for the managers;.for they made 
maintenance more difficult. © le 


The growth in towns also-provided another- source of trouble. 
The properties alongside the roadway were, on the booming real- 
estate market, affected by the condition of the road. A real-estate 
broker did not want to show prospective customers a lot front- 
ing on a road which was filled with mud puddles and ruts. 
Then, too, the fact that this road was a toll road also caused the 
_real-estate men to raise protesting voices. , 


In their annual meeting of’! 907 the stockholders were advised ~ 
by the managers of the increasing difficulties in maintaining a‘ 


roadway suitable to the users. The increase in expenditures was 
viewed with alarm by the stockholders. A resolution was adopted 
by the group which stated: “While it is very important to keep 
the road in the best- possible condition, it is equally necessary to 
use judgment and discretion to do it as economically as possible 
in order to enable us to return an acceptable dividend to our 


stockholders. °° 


Evidently the maangers tried to follow this resolution but 
cvents were to prove that during the five years following this 
resolution dividends totaling $15,000 were paid, as compared with 
a total of $25,000 paid during the five years preceding the reso- 
lution.22?, The years of 1909 and 1912 produced no dividend 


payments whatsoever.** 


Nature also seemed to do her part in causing trouble for the 
managers. In July, 1908, the bridge across Spring Creek at Her- 
shey was destroyed by a flash flood. This caused ‘much discus- 


20M Did 21: ; 
21. These figures concerning the dividends paid were determined by adding 


the figures on the annual reports for the years involved. 
22. Annual reports of 1909 and 1912. 
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sion” by the managers who earnestly sought a means of restor- 
ing the bridge at the least possible cost to the company.”* Despite 
the manager's earnest attempt to keep the cost of rebuilding the 
bridge to a minimum, the cost of the fimished bridge was dis- 
cussed, and not favorably for the managers, “to some extent” by 
the stockholders in the meeting of 1909.7* 


The United States government also entered with a complaint 


and a plea at this time. Postmaster Alfred R, Hauck of Lebanon 


addressed to the company a letter requesting that the postal serv- 
ice be granted free use of the turnpike or, at least, reduced toll 
rates. The current cost, according to Mr. Hauck, was almost. 
prohibitive, considering the number of miles traveled and the 
number of persons served by the postal service along the road. 


- The managers considered this communication from the postmaster. 


and then ordered the secretary to write tg the postmaster explain- 
ing that “Should the U. S. Post ‘Office desire the use of the 
road, it can do so by paying the legal Prpiad rates.'?5 


A copy § the letter was A cluded in the minutes and, in pre- 
senting the conclusion. that the Post Office must pay as others 
did to use the “pike,” the secretary stated that to give the postal 
service reduced rates would be contrary to the law which estab- ~ 
lished the turnpike. Further, the letter stated, such discrimination 
in behalf of the government would be ill-advised at that time 
because of “the fact that Turnpikes are in ill repute at this time 
in the state, the powerful influence of the owners of the auto- 
mobiles being brot [sic] to bare [sic] upon making all turnpikes 
free." The secretary was convinced that lowering the rates 


for the Post Office would only contribute fuel which would increase 


this “powerful influence’ of the automobile owners. 


The dust nuisance also added to the troubles of the harassed 
company, for many complaints were raised because of it. House- 
holders and property owners along the turnpike evidently dis- 


23. Minutes, 1905-1917, 33. 
24. Ibid., 39. 

25. Ibid.. 41. 

26. Ibid. 
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liked the dust produced upon the road and let this fact be known. 
This is evidenced in the fact that the stockholders, in their meet- 
ing in March, 1910, listened to a salesman from one of the oil 
companies explain that “not only would oiling the road reduce 
the dust nuisance, and complaints of it, but the wear on. the road 
would be greatly reduced.” The stockholders were greatly 
impressed, but, upon hearing what the cost would be, voted that 
the cost would make the oiling of the road prohibitory. It is 
interesting to note, however, that at the next meeting of the 
board of managers the latter voted to get three half-barrels of 
oil and to use it to oil the road near the tollgates “for the comfort 
of the toll-gate keepers.”** In this action we can readily find evi- 
dence for concluding that there was a dust nuisance and that those 
who complained about it were justified in doing so. 


7 me 3 ipa : . i “irre S Er i. 

- The board of managers met in quarterly meéting on October 

2, 1911.28 As was customary, each manager presented an account 
for his section. The manager of section seven, which ran from 


Hershey to Hummelstown, Joseph H. Kreider, reported that for . 
the first nine months of 1911 he had expended on his section a~ 


total of $2,586.47. This figure represented a sum which was 
more than the total spent during the same period by any other 
three managers combined. This is undesrtandable when we recall 
that Hershey was fast developing as an industrial and residential 
town, thereby increasing the traffic. Mr. Kreider also had to 
report, however, that despite this heavy expenditure to keep the 
road in good condition, the “pike” in his section was “in such a 
bad condition as to be almost impassable, [so bad] that patrons 
threaten to refuse to pay toll. "°° - 


27 i bids45; 

28. Ibid., 59. 

29. Perhaps it should be noted that the “pike” was divided into eight sections. 
Each section had a manager. These eight managers and the~president 
and the secretary-treasurer of the company composed the board of man- 
agers. They met upon call of the president and held at least one meeting 


each quarter. 
30. Minutes, 1905-1917, 61. 
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The managers decided to purchase new machinery and to 
make extensive repairs on the road. This action was severely 
criticized by the stockholders in their next annual meeting in 
March, 1912. The secretary states in the minutes for the meet- 
ing that ‘the unusually large amount expended on repairs gave 
rise to considerable and unfavorable criticism.“ 


A glance at the annual reports reveals that in 1911 the ex- 
penditures totaled $19,372.76. This figure represents an expendi- 
ture in excess of the total combined expenditures of the two prev- 
ious years. Incidentally. the net income in 1911 was $17,668.55. 
In that year, then, the company operated at a loss to the amount 
of $1,704.21. This may have been the cause for the ‘‘consid- 
erable and unfavorable criticism” which the secretary noted. 


The managers responded to the criticism of the stockholders 
with explanations for the expenditures. Mr. Kreider, in whose 
section, it has been noted above, unusually large expenses had 
been incurred, stated that the use of heavy vehicles by the Hershey 
Company contributed greatly to the neéd for repairs and, thereby. 
to the costs in his section, Mr. Kreider declared that these heavy 
vehicles"caused “great destruction of the road.’"** 


In the Evening Report, one of the daily newspapers of Leba- 
non, on April 5, 1916, there appeared an article which told of the 
troubles of the Berks and Dauphin Turnpike Company. The 
article stated that Annville, Womelsdorf, Wernersville, and 
Myerstown were all growing rapidly. This growth in population 
“increased the traffic on the road [the Berks and Dauphin Turn- 
pike] as well as demands for utility construction.” 


The decade of 1905 to 1915 was a period which produced 
many “headaches” for “The President, Managers and Company 


‘of the Berks and Dauphin Turnpike Road.” The many com- 


plaints and the problems created by the growth of expenses are, 
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perhaps, no more vividly A PROR St than in the a What the 
managers, meeting in February, 1915, drew up a proposed budget 
of expenditures for the various managers and sections. It was 
proposed that this budget be strictly adhered to.33 This was the 
first time in the history of the company that such a budget was 
proposed and adopted. Prior to this the managers had been 
allowed to operate independently, and this procedure of adopting 
a budget was an indication of the awareness of the managers that 
costs had to be kept to a minimum. 


“BETTER ROADS” IN DEMAND 


The increasing demands being placed upon the Berks and 


Dauphin Turnpike Company in regards to its roadway: were not: 


demands against this particular road alone. Many of the roads 
of that time were-one lane in width. Most of them were “dirt” 
roads—rutted in winter, muddy in spring, dusty in summer, and 
slippery with the frosts of fall. The complaints which were heard 


in the Berks and Dauphin office stemmed largely from the fact- 


that it was a toll road. 


The dearth of good roads was not a peculiarity of the Leb- 
anon Valley; it was statewide and nationwide as well. The Na- 
tional Highways Association, in an advertisement appearing in the 
Evening Report of April 7, 1916, announced a nationwide contest 
in which large prizes would be awarded for the best photographs 
of good roads. The announced purpose of the contest was to 
stimulate interest in good roads. The public was invited to sub- 
mit pictures “of the type that could be used in an exhibit” which 
would show “‘law-makers what can be done.” Such activity on a 
national scale is indicative of a national need for better roads. In 
this respect we should, perhaps, note also that in 1917 Congress 
passed a bill authorizing the federal government to spend $85,- 
000,000 for the construction of rural roads.** 
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On the state level the need for better roads is evidenced rad 
the annual “Good-Roads Day.” Each year the Governor of 
Pennsylvania would designate a day as ‘Good-Roads Day.” We © 
may cite 1916 as a typical example. On March 30 of that year, 
Governor Martin G. Brumbaugh announced that May 25 would 
be “Statewide Good-Roads Day” and urged all citizens to use 
that day “as a time to do something, labor, or give money or 
material to improve the highways of the State.’ An article in 
the Evening Report of April 7 disclosedrthat all the road super- 
visors of Lebanon County were planning for “Good-Roads Day” 
and were anticipating that at least $5,000 worth of repair work 
would be done in the county on that day. 


Three weeks previously these same supervisors had met in a’ 
public meeting with road builders-and “road masters’ and “auto- 
mobilists” in an effort to achieve co-aperation among these groups, 
and to discuss the highway situation and what could and should be 
done about it.* 


The Evening Report of June 25, 1916, carried an item which 
interested all ‘‘automobilists’” of the Lebanon Valley. A national 
coast-to-coast highway, to be known as the William Penn High- 
way, had long been planned. On this day it was announced that 
this highway would go through Lebanon County, touching both 
Lebanon and Annville. As it also was to touch Reading and Har- 
risburg, this announcement meant that the new public highway 
would parallel the Berks and Dauphin Turnpike. Though it struck 
a joyful chord in the hearts of the “automobilists,” this announce- 
ment caused much concern to the stockholders of the Berks and 
Dauphin Turnpike Company. ; 


35. Ibid., March 30, 1916. : 
36. Ibid., March 2, 1916. See also issue of March 15, 1916. 
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__ THE STATE ACTS 


On November 22, 1915, the county road supervisors met in 
a convention to discuss their manifold problems. In the evening 
the State Commissioner of Highways, Robert J. Cunningham,*” 
addressed the supervisors. In the course of his address Mr. Cun- 
ningham told his audience that ‘while the toll roads -were a public 
benefactor 100 years ago they are a public nuisance in these mod- 
ern days.*7 When he made this statement, the commissioner 
was representing a general consensus, for the public was now as 
vociferous in its demands for the abolition of toll roads as it had 
been for their establishment. 


The Dauphin County Grand Jury already, in early October, 


_1915, had recommended’and urged that the, Courts of Dauphin ~ 


County condemn “the Hummelstown Pike, thereby freeing ‘Dau- 
phin of toll roads.”” In calling attention to this action, the Evening 
Report pointed out that the Hummelstown Pike was that portion 
of the Berks and Dauphin Turnpike which extended from the 
Lebanon County-line to the eastern part of Hummelstown.*$ 


The eastern section of the original ‘pike’ was lost to the 
company, when as has been noted, it sold eight miles to the Berks 
County Commissioners in 1906. If the suggestion of the Dauphin 
County Grand Jury were accepted, the company would lose the 
western section of the road. Cut off at both ends, the road could 
not long survive. Evidently Commissioner Cunningham realized 
this, for on the same day that the recommendation of the grand 
jury was made public, October 4, 1915, the Board of Managers 
of the Berks and Dauphin. Turnpike met to hear the contents of 
a letter sent to the company by Cunningham. According to the min- 
utes of this meeting, the commissioner told the company that the 
Commonwealth desired to “take over’ its toll road... The com- 
missioner anticipated a reluctance on the part of the company to sell 


37. Ibid., November 23, 1915. 
38. Ibid., October 4, 1915. 
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its franchise. for the letter btuntly informed the managers that the® 
state could go to ‘legal limits” if the stockholders demanded too 
high a price for their road.*” 
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This letter prompted the president of the company to call a 
special meeting of the stockholders to be held in Lebanon on 
October 26, 1915. Announcement of the meeting was published 
in the newspapers. Commenting on the call for this special meet- 
ing, the Evening Report, on October 16, declared that the officials 
of the company were ‘reticent about the purpose of the meeting.” 
Disregarding this reticence, the reporter continued by asserting 
that the purpose of the meeting was to discuss the sale of the 
turnpike to the state. . 


The meeting was held as called. and. the letter of the com- 
missioner was read to the stockholders., This group discussed the - 
matter thoroughly and, after the discdssion, agreed by an almost 
unanimous vote to sell the “pike” to’the state.*° Following this 
decision, the price to be asked was considered, and the stockhold- 
ers unanimously adopted a resolution stating: “It is the sense of 
this meeting that the Company should receive $3500.00 a mile | 
for its turnpike, that sum being merely what it received per mile 
for eight {8) miles near Reading, with a moderate increase of 
value in almost ten (10) years that have elapsed.’ 


Commenting on the meeting the Evening Report stated that 
the negotiations were opened by Commissioner Cunningham as 
a result of agitation throughout the entire state to have all toll 
roads abolished. In this movement, the paper noted, the commis- 
sioner had the co-operation of the motor clubs throughout the 
area.*? After the meeting, the comment went on, ‘the opinion 
_ was expressed .. . that the price would be the subject of con- 
- siderable dickering before a final agreement would be reached.’’* 
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. Minutes, 1905-1917, 99. 
; 40. Evening Report, October 27, 1915. 
i 41. Minutes, 1905-1917, 103. 

42. Evening Report, October 27, 1915. 
43. Ibid. : 
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Whoever made this statement was, perhapen more: ule a prophet 
than he realized, for almost two more years were to elapse before 
the sale of the road to the state. was SO SLMS, 


A fortnight later readers of the Evening Report were told 
that the figure proposed by the company was -regarded as higher 
“than would be an equitable price.” The state was willing to 
satisfy the demands of the motor clubs, the artisle continued, only 
if the cost would not be prohibitive.* Despite the high price 
which was asked and the fact that the state had placed a ceiling 
on what it would pay,.and despite the fact the article said that 
“considerable dickering is expected,” the article was sub-headed: 
“Movement He purchase the Berks and. aia highway likely 

to succeed.” 


; This optimism was ‘dampened somewhat. when the text of 
Cunningham's address to the county road supervisors on Nov- — 
ember 22 was made known. In this speech the commissioner told 
his audience that the legislature had only appropriated $250,000 
to purchase the toll roads then in existence. He also revealed that 
there were 525 miles of such roads remaining.‘® At the price asked 
by the Berks and Dauphin-Turnpike Company stockholders, their 
road alone would cost the state $120,750, or almost half of the 
entire appropriation for the purchase of toll roads. . 


The winter of 1915-1916 passed with no action on the part 
of the state to acquire the road and with no attempt on the part 
of the company to come to terms for its sale. This inactivity was 
not characteristic of all groups conéerned with the “pike,” for 
the “automobilists,”” through their motor clubs, were making a 
concerted effort to have the road condemned. Charge after charge 
against the turnpike company was placed before the Public Serv- 
ice Commission. This body held several hearings on the matter. 
In June, 1916, the company was ordered to defend itself before 


44. Ibid., November 9. 1915. 
45. Ibid. - 
46. Ibid. 
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the Public Service Commission and on the 23rd of that month the 
officials of the company filed ‘‘a sweeping denial of [the] charges 
before the commission.*? Bad weather was blamed by the officials 
of the company fer the lack of repairs and the poor condition of 
the roadway. In their denial the officials revealed that they were 
contemplating “complete resurfacing’ of the road and that if the 
cost would warrant it they were prepared to call a meeting of the 
stockholders to approve the action.** This announcement was not 
a mere defensive measure, for the managers had resolved, eight- 
een days previously, to employ William Dechart and Son, an engi- 
neering firm, ‘to make a survey of the entire pike; to make plans 
and specifications for modern surface treatment and to secure 
bids from contractors to accomplish this resurfacing.”*" 


On August 4 the board of managers heard the report of the 
Dechart firm. It was estimated that the total resurfacing would 
cost ‘up to $75,000"; in. view of this the managers resolved to 
increase the indebtedness of the company from ‘‘nothing to $75,000 
or so much thereof as shall be necessary [for] the purpose of sur- 
face treating its entire turnpike road so as to make it conform with 
modern requirements.”*” This decision was to be submitted to 
the stockholders of the company for their approval, and the secre- 
tary was ordered to publicize the fact that a special meeting was 
called for October 17, 1916.*! 


At the meeting of August 4 the managers also awarded a 
contract to the Highway Maintenance Company of Philadelphia 
to surface-treat approximately three miles of the “pike” between 
Annville and Palmyra.** This action allowed them to state pub- 
licly on September 20, 1916: “A contract has already been let for 


the building of three miles of the stretch between Palmyra and 
| Annville.’** 


47. Ibid., June 24, 1916. 
. 48. Ibid. 


49. Minutes, 1905-1917, 109. 

50 elbids 113: 

51 Ae bid. 

52. Ibid. 

53. Evening Report, September 21, 1916. 
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The officials of the company made this statement on that day 
in defense and in answer to an order issued that same day by the 
Public Service Commission. This order gave the Berks and Dau- 
phin Turnpike Company instructions “to repair the entire 35 
miles of its road by July 1, 1918.'** The.company was directed 
to rebuild the 17 miles of road between Palmyra and the east- 
ern limits of Myerstown by July 1, 1917. This rebuilt road was 
to be made of concrete and was to be twenty-one ‘feet wide. The 
rebuilding order included new bridges and guard rails, and stip- 


ulated that the new roadway was to be built not only between 


boroughs but through them as well. “The main streets of Myers- 
town, Lebanon, Annville, and Palmyra were thus included in this 
order:*5 Public interest in these proceedings was so great that, in 
response to public demand, the Evening Report of September.25 
carried the full text of the order of the commission to. the~Berks 
and Dauphin Turnpike Company. aie te ihe 


The state had failed in its attempt to negotiate the purchase 
of the ‘pike.’ In his original letter in October, 1915, Commis- 
sioner Cunningham had intimated that, should he fail in his effort 
to come to terms with the company, the Commonwealth was ready 
to go to “legal limits” in its desire to _take over’ the turnpike. 
The order by the Public Service Commission surely was legal and, 
viewed from the standpoint of the company, it was the limit—so 
much so that compliance was practically impossible, as we shall see. 


BERKS AND DAUPHIN REACTION 


It will be recalled that the managers had, on August 4, instruct- 
ed the secretary to issue a call for a special meeting of the stock- 
holders to take place on October 17, 1916, to consider increasing 
the indebtedness of the company. When the meeting took place. 
such an increase was not the only matter discussed, for with it 
the stockholders also talked about the orders given the company 
by the Public Service Commission. The stockholders decided ta 


54. ‘bid: 
55.. Ubid. 
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appoint a committee “to investigate the situation.“ This commit- 
tee was appointed and instructed to present a report to another 
meeting of the stockholders to be held on November 14. 


This committee went to work and evidently, from the report 
it rendered, thoroughly investigated the situation. The meeting 
of stockholders on November 14 heard the report of the com- 
mittee. The report stated that, as a result of much investigation 
and study, the committee believed that some of the plans, which 
had been made in order to comply with the order of the Public 
Service Commission, were practical. Compliance with the order, 
however, would necessitate an indebtedness; from that there was 
no. escape... The report of the committee suggested that before . 


such plans for resurfacing the road and creating a debt were 


acted upon, however, ‘an attemipt should be made to open nego- 
tiations with the Highway Department of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania ... looking to a sale of the right of. way, road-bed 
and franchise of the Berks and Dauphin Turpike Company at 
such a price as may be determined upon.”’** This report was 
adopted by the assembled stockholders and the meeting was ad- 
journed “to reconvene... on the first Monday of March.’** 


The adjourned meeting reconvened on March 5, 1917, and the 
minutes of the meeting state that ‘a verbal report was made by the 
committee appointed on October 17, 1916, and continued on 
November 14, 1916. On motion the meeting adjourned to meet 
{again} on March 26, 1917."*° The secretary did not record 
what was contained in this report. It evidently contained little of 
importance, for newspapers of the day made no mention of the 
meeting. 


When the adjourned meeting reconvened again of March 26, 
the committee, originally appointed on October 17, 1916, “‘to in- 
vestigate the situation,” reported that it had “contacted a Mr. 


56. Minutes, 1905-1917, 115. 
S57) [bids i117: 
58. Ibid., 118. 
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Reilly, a Lancaster contractor,” and had referred him to the engi- 
neer of the company, Mr. Dechart; however. in view of the fact 
that it had heard “nothing since,’ the committce asked for adjourn- 
ment until April 12, 1917. 


The order by the Public Service Commission on September 
20, 1916, had stated that the company had to have the seventeen 
miles of road between the.eastern limits of Myerstown and Pal- 
myra rebuilt by July 1, 1917. By the time the stockholders met 


on March 26, 1917, nothing had been done on this section of the 


road. It is the opinion of the writer that the company officials 
really hoped to rebuild the road but that they also hoped to obtain 
more.time; at least they made some effort in this direction. The 
committee had contacted the Ambler-Davis Company of Phila- 
delphia. Mr. Charles Ambler, president of this company, replied; 
his letter was déemed so important that the Berks and Dauphin 
Board of Managers met.on April 4, 1917, to consider it.” 


The Ambler-Davis Company proposed to improve the turn- | 


pike in accordance with the Public Service Commission order; it 
would accept Berks and Dauphin bonds in payment for these 
repairs; and it would maintain the turnpike for a ten-year period 
for an annual sum of $15,000. Mr. Ambler proposed that his 
company should “take over’ the distribution of the income of the 
Berks and Dauphin Turnpike Company as well as its roadway. 
Accompanying his proposals mentioned above were his declarations 
that the annual income from the road must be used to pay the fol- 
lowing items in this order: (1) taxes; (2) Berks and Dauphin Com- 
pany salaries (tollgate keepers, officers, etc.); (3) an annual $8,000 
to pay the interest on the bonds; (4) the $15,000 annual charge for 
‘maintenance: (5) five percent annual dividend to be paid to Berks 
and Dauphin stockholders, and (6) the remaining amount to be 
applied to amortization of the bonds." 


COMM bid 925; 
61. Ibid., 126. 


62. A copy of the letter from Mr. Ambler was attached to the minutes for the | 


meeting of the board of managers at which it was discussed. 
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| Mr. Ambler was certainly most optimistic in his hopes For 

| increasing the revenues of the company, for the total of items 

3, 4, and 5 above was more than the net receipts during any year 

covered by this study. After consideration of these propositions 

on the part of Mr. Ambler, the board of managers decided that this ; 

| communication should be read to, and discussed by, the stock- 

holders at the adjourned meeting which was to reconvene on 

April 12, 1917. 

€ 

Of this meeting no records are available. It is reasonable to 

suppose, however, that no business was attempted because of a 

| lack of a quorum at the meeting. This is more or less substan- 
tiated, for, several days later, at a meeting of the board of man- 

agers, the secretary was authorized to senda circular to all stock- — 

| holders advising them that the adjourned meeting.was to be held>- 
on May 16. In the circular the secretary was to inform each 

i stockholder to be present or “else execute a proxy, for it is of 

extreme importance to the Turnpike Company that a quorum be 

present, either in person or by Proxy.’** Stockholders were told 

: that this adjourned meeting was to continue the consideration of 

the question of an increase in the indebtedness of the company.® ~ 

q 


| 
i 
| 
There was a quorum present on May 16 and the stockholders 
voted, 464 to 124, to authorize an increase in the indebtedness of 
the company of “from nothing to $75,000 to provide a modern 
F road.""*> At the same time the stockholders adopted a resolution 
i authorizing the “Turnpike to enter into negotiations and to exe- 
: cute a contract for the resurfacing of the Turnpike road." 
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“Too little, too late’ is a slogan which we have heard and 
used frequently in recent years. It is, undoubtedly, an accurate 
phrase to describe the attempt of the turnpike company to comply - 
with the order of the Public Service Commis$ion. The apathy on 
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the part of the stockholders made such compliance practically im- 
possible. From the standpoint of the public, it was fortunate, per- 
haps, that activity pertaining to the toll road was not limited to 
the activity of the company, for in the legislature at Harrisburg 


events were making the belated efforts of the company scarcely-- 


worthwhile. 


Citizens of Lebanon and vicinity had already been informed 
by the Evening Report of March 17, 1917, that Attorney Gabriel 


H. Moyer, counsel for the motor clubs of the area, would take 


charge of introducing a bill in the legislature to purchase the turn- 
pike. They were informed that Mr. Moyer knew how to get a 
bill introduced and how to get it passed by the legislature. for he 


had been, previously, a member of that body. The Evening Report ' 


said that the intraduction of this bill would be a “‘definite step to 
acquire the Berks and-Dauphin Turnpiké” and that this ,‘definite 
step’’ would be taken “‘in a few days.” “It is understood,’ Report 
readers were told, ‘that the bill calls for an appropriation of 
$100,000 for the purchase of the Turnpike. This would pay for 
the Turnpike at a rate of approximately $3,000 a mile. . . : Con- 
demnation proceedings are also provided for in the bills.”* 


Evidently Attorney-“Moyer, the motor clubs, and the reporter 
were too optimistic concerning the time in which the ‘definite step” 
would be taken. They had hoped to see it made ‘within a few 
days” after March 17, 1917; however, the bill was not introduced 
until May 1. On that day Dr. I, K. Urich, Assemblyman from 
Lebanon County, introduced in the legislature a bill proposing 
the purchase of the Berks and Dauphin Turnnpike by the state. 


An appropriation of $100,000 to cover the cost of this purchase was. 


incorporated in the bill. Should the turnpike company be adverse 
to selling its road and franchise, the bill authorized condemnation 
of the route. The bill stated: “Abolition of tolls on this section 
would méan a continuous main highway between -Pittsburgh and 
Philadelphia that can be traveled without paying tolls."** In 


67. Evening Report, March 14, 1917. 
68. Ibid., May 2, 1917. - 
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the final portion of the bill, Dr. Urich included the provision that 
“After. purchase or condemnation the State Highway Department 
is to improve the road.”® 


The bill was passed, readily, and, on June 29, Dr. Urich was 
the guest of honor at an outing honoring his success in getting 
passed the bill authorizing purchase of the Berks and Dauphin 
Turnpike. “His efforts,” the Evening Report noted the next day, 
“in the Legislature in freeing the county from toll roads have been 
very popular and the outing was given as a testimonial for his 
efforts.’ Already on a previous date, June 11, 1917, Dr. Urich 
had been given ‘‘a vote of thanks’ by the Berks and Dauphin 


‘ stockholders ‘for bringing the representatives of the State and of - 


the Company together.”?’ Seemingly the ‘stockholders of the com-_ 
pany were as glad as was ic publicytd have the Commonwealth 
“take over’ the road. ~ 


This “bringing together’ of the representatives of the state 


and of the company had-resulted in an offer by the former of 


$70,000 for the purchase of the turnpike. ‘This offer prompted the 
board of managers to issue a call for a meeting of all stockhold- 
ers to be held on June 11, 1917, in the Y.M.C.A. Building in Leb- 
anon. According to the announcement of the meeting, a copy of 
which was sent to each known stockholder and published in the 
Lebanon Daily News and the Evening Report, this meeting was 
called “for the purpose of considering and acting upon an offer 
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to purchase the property 
and assets of the [Berks and Dauphin] Turnpike Company for 
the sum of $70,000."7* 


69. Ibid. 

70. Ibid., June 30, 1917. 

71. Minutes, 1905-1917, 141. 
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THE END Bae THE ROAD 


The meeting of the stockholders of June 11 was to be called 
to order at 1:45 P-M. At 1:30 P.M. the board of managers held 


a special meeting and resolved that the special..meeting-of the ~»... 


stockholders “consider and authorize, if deémed advisable, the 
sale of all the rights, lands, and properties of the Company (about 
3414 miles of road in Berks, Lebanon, and Dauphin: Counties, Pa.) 
to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and to act upon all matters 
connected with or incidental to the above stated matter... . "79 


At 1:45 P.M. the: meeting of the stockholders was called 


to order. Of the 2,000 shares of outstanding stock, 1,645 shares | 


were represented at the- meeting.”* Shortly after the call to 


order, Grant Weidman, a-stockholder, as well ell as a solicitor of. the- - 


“company, moved that “the Company sell to 'the Commonwealth 
for $70,000: all its interests, lands, etc., except the toll-house in 
Wernersville, Pa.’"> The motion. was supported by George 
Stanley. Then the represented shares of stock were voted and 
the result carried the motion. One share of stock was represented 


as against sale of the road, the other 1,644 were in favor of its - 


sale.”* Thestockholders were voting to self their stock, purchased 
for fifty dollars a share, for thirty-five dollars; despite this, they 
were overwhelmingly in favor of the sale. After they had author- 
ized the sale of the road, the stockholders appointed Dr. H. H. 
Roedel, the secretary, as the company’s attorney-in-fact to “‘exe- 
cute, sign,.and acknowledge any papers of every nature and kind 
that might be necessary in carrying out the authorized sale of the 
Company.”** The meeting then adjourned. 


_In the bill providing for the “taking over’ of the road by the 
state, it had been stipulated that the counties through which the 
turnpike ran were to pay, proportionate with the miles of “pike” 
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i within their confines, one-half of the purchase price; the Com- 
monwealth was to pay the other half. When the sale of the 
company was authorized, it became necessary for the Counties 
of Dauphin, Lebanon, and Berks to authorize, through their county 
commissioners, the expenditure of the necessary monies. 


The sale was authorized, as we have seen, on June 11, 1917. 
On June 15 the commissioners of Lebanon County passed a reso- 
lution to pay $1,000 a mile for its proportionate share in the pur- 
chase of the Berks and Dauphin Turnpike.*® As the major por- 
tion of the road lay within Lebanon County, this meant an outlay 
of more than $19,000. The commissioners of Berks County also 
hastened to provide funds for the purchase of the road.” The 
Dauphin County commissioners, whose proportionate share. of > 
not quite $5,000 was the smallest, however, caused a delay in 
the proceedings; they approved the exenditure but specified that 
i. the fund would not be available until'September 1.% 


The original intention had been to free the road of tolls by 
August 15. The action of the Dauphin County commissioners 
not only delayed the end of the road, but also meant that the 
Berks and Dauphin Company would continue to collect tolls for 
an additional period of time. This was contradictory to an article 
appearing in the Evening Report on June 21. This article had 
informed the populace that on that day negotiations had been com- 
pleted between the state and counties and the Berks and Dauphin 
Turnpike. The ‘pike’ was shortly to be “taken over” by the state 
and operated as a free public highway. his would mean the 
abolition of the toll which was about three cents a mile. The 
article had pointed out that “A number of details: remain to be 
adjusted but it is assured that the road will be freed to the travel- 
ing public by the middle of August.” 
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A little more than a month later, Joseph W. Hunter, Deputy 


Highway Commissioner, made an appointment to meet with At- | 


torney Weidman in the office of the latter on August 30. In writ- 
ing about this appointment in the Evening Report, the reporter 
stated that when Mr. Hunter came to the office ofMr. “Weidman. 
the Deputy Highway Commissioner would turn over a check to 
the latter and the Berks and Dauphin Turnpike would be “formally 
under the control of the state.’*! “Twelve gates were needed to 


enable the company to ‘get’ all travelers,’ declared an account. 


in the Evening Report. “The gates will be free after 12 noon 
Thursday [August 30].”* 


‘On Thursday Mr. Hunter and other. officials came to Leb- 
anon. They assembled ‘in Attorney Weidman’s office .and in- 
cluded, besides Mr. Hunter and Mr. Weidman, W. H. Keller, 
First Deputy Attorney-General of the Commonwealth; William 
B. Moore, President of the Berks and Dauphin; Dr. H. H. Roedel, 
Secretary-Treasurer of the Company; Ira G. Kutz, Solicitor of 
Berks County; L. R. Reigart, Acting Solicitor of Lebanon County; 
the Lebanon County commissioners and others.**_ 


The state and county officials turned over to the company 
warrants amounting to the purchase price of the road. The figures 
given in the Evening Report do not aggregate $70,000. Accord- 
ing to the account of the newspaper, the state paid $35,000, Leba- 
non County paid $19,770, Berks County paid $9,720, and Dauphin 
County paid $4,990.%* The state paid exactly one-half of the 
price it had offered—$70,000. The discrepancy lies in the county 
apportionments. This can be explained, however, on the basis 
of the resolution of the Lebanon County commissioners of June 15. 
At that time they. authorized $1,000 per mile. On this basis the 
toll road would have had to be 35 miles long to receive an aggregate 
sum of $70,000. According to the minutes of the meeting of the 


81. Ibid., August 27, 1917. 
82. Ibid., August 28, 1917. 
83. Ibid., August 30, 1917. 5 
84. Ibid. 
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= emmy 
board of managers on June 11, the road was ‘about 3414 miles.” 
On a basis of $2,000 a mile there is, then, no discrepancy in the 
amount received. . 


It had been prophesied that little formality would be observed 
when the state took over the Berks and Dauphin Turnpike.* 
When the ‘taking over’ occurred the prophecy was fulfilled. Mr. 
Hunter, representing the state, and Dr. Roedel, representing the 
company, toured the “pike” and replaced alf toll signs with notices 
that the company had “vacated” and that thé road was now free 
from all toll.8* Reporting this, the newspaper, almost with misgiv- 
ings, it seems, said: “The Berks and Dauphin has been a toll 
road for over 100 years.’** 


“When the toll signs had been’ removed and the’ ‘road was 
made free for all traffic, it was reported that “the death knell of toll 
roads in Lebanon County has been soufhded.”’** Evidently no one 
mourned their passing. At least there is nothing funereal in the 
announcement, two days later, that the Chambers of. Commerce 
of Lebanon, Reading, and Harrisburg were planning to hold a 
great corn roast “to celebrate the taainy of the Berks and 
Dauphin Turnpike.’ 


The public could rejoice; the business men could hold corn 
roasts and celebrate; but for the company there remained the task 
of dissolution. To this task the officials of the company applied 
themselves quickly. On August 30, after the funds had been 
turned over to the company, the president and managers of the 
company instructed the secretary 


“to call a special Renny of the stockholders on 
Wednesday, the 26th day of September, A.D., 1917, at 


the Y.M.C.A. ts Northwest corner 9th and Willow 


ennsylvania, for the purpose of act- 


‘Streets, Lebanon, 


85. Ibid., July 26, 1917. 

86. Ibid., August 30, 1917. 
&7. Ibid. 

88. Ibid. 

89. Ibid., September 1, 1917. 
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ing upon the dissolution of the President, WMaracers and 
Soueany, of the Berks & Dauphin Broa Seite Com- 
pany.’ 


ee 


At the appointed time and place, 1,245 shares of the 2,000. 


issued by the company were represented.”? As this constituted a 
quorum, the meeting was called to order and the business was 
conducted.. The stockholders passed a petition requesting Judge 


C. V. Henry, in the Lebanon court, to formally dissolve the Berks | 


and Dauphin Turnpike Company.” 


The stockholders also authorized the board of managers to 
distribute the proceeds of the sale to the stockholders. The Eve- 
ning Report stated in its issue of September 26 that the treasury 


of the defunct company contained a total of $78,000. It also ‘indi- 


cated that another $1,000 to’ $2,000 would be/d /atstributable when 
all the real estate of the company was sold. The managers sent 
notices containing the complete plan of distribution to the stock- 


holders on October 15.% Thus the company which had owned the 


turnpike came to.the end of the road. 


90. Minutes, 1905-1917, 145. 
91. Evening Report, September 26, 1917. 
92. Ibid. 

93. Ibid., October 16, 1917. 
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